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I. Basis of the opinion 



1 . With regard to the elements of the iutematianza application:* 
I I tbe intematioDal an>lication as originally filed 
1^ the desciiption: 

pages 1-40 , as oiiginaUy filed 

pages NONE , filed with tbe demand 

pages NONE , filed with the letter of • 

1^ the claims: 

pages NONE , as originally filed 

pages NONE , as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19 

pages NONE , filed with the demand 

pages 41-48 , filed wifli the letter of 17 October 2003 (17. 10.2003) 

1^ the drawings: 

pages 1-16 ^ as originally filed 

pages NONE . filed with the demand 

pages NONE , filed with die letter of . 

I I the sequence listing part of Ihe descaiption: 

pages NONE I as originally filed 

pages NONE . filed widi die demand 

pages NONE . filed with die letter of • 

1. With regard to the lai^aage. all the elemeots marked above were available or furnished to diis Atifliority in tbe 
ianEiia£K in v^ch tte international sqipiication was filed, unless odterwise in ri icat wl under diis item. 

These elements were available or fiimished to this Audiority in the following language ^wtoich is: 

I I the i ffngnagr of a translation fimished for the purposes of international search (under Rul623.1(b)). 
I I the l angiiay. of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

I I the l^giiagf- of die translation fiimisbed for the purposes of international preliminaiy exainiriatian(uDder Rules 
55.2 airi/or 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino add sequence disclosed in the international apidication. the written 
opinion was drawn on tbe basis of the sequence listing: 

I I contained in die international application in printed form. 

I I filed together with the intf^a*'""^* application in conqxiter readable form. 

I I funushed subsequently to dus Audiority in written form. 

I I furnished siibsequexiUy to this Authority in o(mq«ter readable form. 

{ I The statement diat the subsequenlty furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond die disclosuie m 

intemaHnnal s^jplication as filed has been fiimished. 
I I The statpmpnt diat die information recorded in conqiuter readable form is identical to the written sequence listing 

has been furnished. 

4. 1^ The amendments have resulted in tbe cancellation of: 

I I the description, pages NONE 

1^ the claims, Nos. 33 

I I die drawings, sheets/fig NONE 

5. Q This opinion has been drawn as if (some oO the aiiiendnieiils had not bemniade.sin«» fliey have be^ 

beyond the disclosure as fUed, as indicated in die Si^pleoiental Box (Rule 70.2(c)). 
• Replacement sheets which have been fitrmshed to the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in 
this opinion as 'ariginalty filed. ' 
Fomx PCT/IPEA/408 (Box T) (July 1998) 
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m. Non-establishment of oirinion with regard to novelty, invoitive s 


tep and industrial applicability 


1 . The question wbsOser the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non-obvious) , or 


to be industrially qiplicable have not been examined in respect of: 




1^ the entire international apidicadon. 
1 1 claims Nos. 

because: 




the said international £q>plication, or the said claim Nos. 


relate to the following sulgect matter ^^cfa does 


not require international preliminary examination (specify): 




1 1 the description, claims or drawings (in^cate particular elements beUnv) or said claims Nos. are so uncleai 


that no meaningful opinion could be farmed (specify): 




1 1 the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately siq>ported by the description that no meaningful 


opinion could be fonoed. 




1 1 no international search report has bem established for said claims Nos. . 


2. A written opinion cannot be drawn due to the feihiie of flie nudeotid 


B and/or amino acid sequence lisHng to oonqjly 


with the standard provided for in Annex C of Ae Adnunistiative Ihst 


fuctions: - 


1 1 the written form has not been furnished or does not conqity widi die standard. 


1 1 flie computer readable form has not been furnished or does not oon9>Iy with die standard. 
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V. Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2W(u) with regan 


] to novelty, inventive step or In 


dustrial applicability; 


1. STATEMENT 








Novelty (N) Claims 
Claims 


1-32 




YES 


NONE 




NO 


Inventive Step OS) Claims 


1-32 




YES 




NONE 




NO 


Industrial AppUcabiUty (lA) Claims 


1-32 




YES 



2. CITATIONS AND EXPLANATIONS 

1 . Claims 1-32 meet the criteria set out in PCT Aitide 33(2H4). because the prior art does not teadi a Mob discriminator that 

employs a histogram to deteimine if stapes drawn by a sh^ outtiner based on difference images developed by a motion detector 
represent persons. 
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WRITTEN OPINION 



TIME UMIT: 

The time limit set for response to a Written Opinion may not be extended. 37 CFR 1 .484(d). Aiy response received after the 
expiration of the time limit set in the Written Opinion will not be considered in preparing the International I^eliminary Examination 
Report. 
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